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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informahties: 
Exemplary of such: 

Page 1, line 9, it is unclear as to what is meant by 'a perfectly thorough hygiene'. 

Line 11, 'a' should be inserted after 'as'. 
Page 8, Une 1 1, it is unclear as to what is meant by Hhe manner how'; 

Line 12, it is unclear as to what is meant by 'made as flexible'. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 

Claims 26 and 28 are objected to because of the following informalities: claim 26, Line 
2, 'continuos' should be replaced with 'continuous'. Claim 28, Une 2, it is beUeved 
'scrappers' should be replaced with 'scrapers'. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 19-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Exemplary of such: 
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Claim 1, line 5, it is unclear as to whether the receiving positions are present in 
the apparatus; 

Line 7, generating an air steam to do what ? 
Claim 20, hne 2, 'the hair sucked by the suction arrangement' lacks proper 
antecedent basis. 

Claim 21, line 1, 'the at least one rotating shaft' lacks proper antecedent basis. 
Claim 22, line 1, 'rotating' should be inserted after 'second'; 
Line 1, 'capable of should be inserted after 'are'; 
Line 3, 'suction' should be deleted. 
Claim 24, line 1, it is unclear as to what is meant by the whip being 'flexible'; 
wouldn't the whip, by definition need to be flexible? 

Claim 25, line 1, it is unclear as to what is meant by ' . . . ?'. 
Claim 26, line 2, it is unclear as to the structural relationship of the reel with 
respect to the shaft. 

Claim 27, line 2, it is unclear as to the structural relationship of the hubs with 
respect to the shaft. 

Claim 29, line 1, 'wherein the apparatus has' should be replaced with 'fiirther 
comprising'; 

Line 4, 'suction' should be deleted. 
Claim 32, line 3, 'interacting with a safety switch' for what purpose? 
Claim 33, line 2, 'collecting the hair' fi-om where? 

Claim 34, hne 2, it is unclear as to what is meant by 'positioned corresponding to 
a position of the first whip'. 
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Claim 35, line 1, 'capable of (or the like) should be inserted after 'motor'. 
Claim 36, line 2, 'capable of (or the like) should be inserted after 'motor'. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this OflFice action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year pnor to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Marquette. 

Marquette discloses a first rotating shaft (fig. 2, #48). 

Marquette discloses a pluraUty of whips extending from the shaft for passing 
through a receiving position (figs. 2-3, #50), 

Marquette discloses a suction arrangement for generating an air stream (col. 3, 
lines 39-42). 

Marquette discloses a first whip spaced from a second whip (fig. 3, #50). With 
respect to claim 20, Marquette discloses a collecting arrangement (fig. 2, #38). 

With respect to claim 25, Marquette discloses the whip mounted (fig. 3, #50). 

With respect to claim 29, Marquette discloses a containing box-shaped body (fig. 
1, #12). Marquette discloses the body having an aperture for the whip to extend through 
(fig. 1, #26). Marquette discloses the body having aeration slits (fig. 2, #90). 

With respect to claim 35, Marquette discloses a motor operating a fan and the 
shaft (col 2, lines 45-48 and col. 4, lines 41-43). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham \. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are appUed for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordmary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 21-23, 30 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marquette as appUed to claim 19 above, and further in view of McCoy. 

Marquette discloses a similar apparatus however fails to disclose a second 
rotating shaft or an aperture at the top of a containing body. 

McCoy discloses an apparatus for removing hair from a brush having two rotating 
shafts with a plurality of whips extending therefrom (fig. 5, #76,78). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the second rotating shaft of McCoy 
in Marquette to allow for the most effective hair removal from a brush. 

With respect to claim 22, McCoy discloses the shaft capable of rotating in 
opposite directions (col. 1, lines 25-26). 

With respect to claim 23, McCoy discloses the two shafts separated by a distance 
substantially equal to a length of a whip (fig. 1, #76,78). 

With respect to claim 30, McCoy discloses a containing box-like body with an 
aperture at a top side thereof (fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to provide the aperture of Marquette in a top side, as disclosed in McCoy, to 
allow easier access by an operator. 



Application/Control Number: 10/089,660 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1744 

With respect to claim 36, Marquette discloses a motor operating a fan and the 
shaft (col. 2, lines 45-48 and col. 4, lines 41-43). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to determine the most appropriate transmission arrangement in 
Marquette in view of McCoy to allow for the most effective rotating of the two shafts. 

8. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marquette 
as appUed to claim 19 above, and fiirther in view of Schroeder. 

Marquette discloses a similar apparatus however fails to disclose the whips being 
flexible. 

Schroeder discloses an apparatus for removing hair form a brush that has a 
rotating shaft with a flexible whip (col. 4, lines 55-65). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the flexible whip of Schroeder in Marquette to 
allow the whips to flap against the ends of the bristles of a brush to remove loosened hair, 

9. Claims 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Marquette. 

Marquette discloses a similar apparatus however fails to disclose an extractable 
drawer or inspection door. 

With respect to claim 33, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide an extractable drawer in Marquette to allow for ease in emptying the 
collecting container when it is fiill of hair. 
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With respect to claim 34, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide an inspection door in Marquette to allow a user to easily ensure that the 
apparatus is working properly. 

10. Claims 19, 25 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overNL9300585. 

NL9300585 discloses a similar apparatus however fails to disclose the spacing 
arrangement of the whips. 

NL9300585 discloses a first rotating shaft, a plurality of whips extending from the 
shaft for passing through a receiving position and a suction arrangement (abstract). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to determine the most 
appropriate whip spacing in NL9300585 to allow for the most effective cleaning of a 
brush. 

With respect to claim 25, NL9300585 discloses the whip mounted (abstract). 
With respect to claim 35, NL9300585 discloses a motor operating a fan and the 
shaft (abstract). 

1 1 . Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
NL9300585 as applied to claim 19 above, and fijrther in view of Schroeder. 

NL9300585 discloses a similar apparatus however fails to disclose the whips 
being flexible. 

Schroeder discloses an apparatus for removing hair form a brush that has a 
rotating shaft with a flexible whip (col. 4, lines 55-65). It would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the flexible whip of Schroeder in NL9300585 to 
allow the whips to flap against the ends of the bristles of a brush to remove loosened hair. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

12. Claims 26-28 and 3 1-32 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not reUed upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Beuchamp and Kasper et al. disclose cleaning apparatus with 
flexible cleaning elements. Gundelfinger et al. and Rehberg disclose apparatus for 
removing hair from a brush with metal cleaning elements. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earUer communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Theresa T Snider whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1277. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Wednesday-Friday (6:30am- 
3:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert J. Warden can be reached on (571) 272-1281. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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